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Rishis are always spoken of as Baka Dalbhya, Ushasti
Chakrayana and kings as Harishchandra Aikshwak^
or Janmejaya Parikshita. The genealogy given in^
the prose Chapter 95, gives a Janmejaya and also a
Parikshfta among the ancestors of the Pandavas, but^
that Janmejaya was not the son of Parikshita. It seems
more probable that there was only one Janmejaya
Parikshit^i than that there were two, one an ancestor and
the other a descendant of the Pandavas. All these
arguments go to support the idea that Sauti has inter-
polated the genealogical Chapter 94 in verse in the
Adiparva as also the legend of Janmejaya Parikshita
and Devapi Shaunaka from the Shatapatha Brahmana
in Chapter 150 of the Shantiparva. There is another
mention of Janmejaya Parikshita in the Mahabharata in
Adiparva, Chapter 2, from which can be derived addi-
tional support to the above idea. There we have, as in
the Shatapatha Brahmana, the four brothers, Janmejaya,
Shrutasena, Ugrasena and Bhimasena, mentioned to-
gether, and the word Papakritya is also used there.
This probably shows that here too we have the sanq,p
Shajapatha legend and the chapter being in prose
*strikes us *as the remnant of an old Itihasa. In that
chapter Janmejaya is admittedly the great-grandson
of Arjuna and not an ancestor. It seems therefore
certain that there was only one Janmejaya Parikshita
and he was a descendant of the great heroes of the
Mahabharata war. Granting, however, that there is a
confusion about Janmejaya In the Mahabharata, how
does it follow from this that the sin of Brahmahatya
of which Jan'trl^jaya was absolved was the sin of the